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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above-identified application are 
respectfully requested. Upon entry of this Amendment, claims 1-8 will be pending. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for indicating that claim 4 is allowable, but 
objected to as depending from a rejected base claim, and that claim 6 is allowed. 
Claim 4 has been amended to be rewritten in independent form. Accordingly, the 
objection should be withdrawn, and claim 4 is believed to be in condition for 
allowance. 

The Examiner rejected claims 2, 3 and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Published Patent Application No. 2005/0110651 to Martis et al. 
Applicants have amended claims 2 and 5 to clarify that the "kinds of electronic 
products" and "manufacturers of the selected electronic product" on a display of the 
portable terminal. Martis fails to teach or suggest this feature. In fact, Martis teaches 
away from this feature by describing a system which displays information for 
selecting remotely controlled devices on the television receiver (paragraph [0022]). In 
embodiments of the present invention, portable terminals can be used to remotely 
control electronic devices. The type and brand of electronic device to be controlled 
can be selected via an on screen menu presented on the portable terminal itself. 
Accordingly, the portable terminal can be configured to control a wide variety of 
electronic products without the need for a separate device connected to the television 
display. Accordingly, because Martis does not teach or suggest "displaying kinds of 
electronic products controllable by a remote controller on a display of said portable 
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terminal" the rejection should be withdrawn. Claim 3 depends from claim 2, and 
should be allowed for at least the same reasons discussed with respect to claim 2. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 1 as being anticipated by U.S. Published 
Patent Application No. 2002/0080273 to Harrison et al. Harrison teaches a remote 
control and keyboard for use with a device that provides both television and internet 
service. The device can switch between television mode and internet mode via a 
button on the remote control. However, Harrison fails to teach a portable terminal that 
performs remote control functions in a remote control mode, and also provides 
communication service at the portable terminal Claim 1 has been amended to clarify 
this distinction. Embodiments of the present invention provide a portable terminal, 
such as a cell phone, that is capable of remotely controlling electronic devices, but 
also still operating in a communication mode, such as to perform a cellular telephone 
call. Thus, the communication service is provided at the portable terminal, as claimed 
in amended claim 1. In the system described in Harrison, neither of the portable 
devices (remote control or keyboard) are capable of providing a communication 
service at the portable terminal. Rather, they merely are capable of operating a 
separate device which alternately provides television or internet service. Accordingly, 
since Harrison does not teach or suggest a method including providing communication 
service upon a user's selection at the portable terminal after displaying the 
communication standby state, the rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
obvious of Harrison in view of Martis. The Examiner cites Harrison as teaching 
switching between remote control mode and internet mode. The Examiner admits that 
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Harrison fails to teach the steps of displaying kinds of electronic products, and 
displaying the manufacturers of the selected electronic product, but cites Martis as 
teaching this feature. 

Applicants have amended claim 7 to clarify that communication service is 
provided at the portable terminal. As discussed above, Harrison teaches a remote 
control for switching a separate device between television and internet mode, but fails 
to teach a portable terminal capable of providing communication service at the 
portable terminal. Martis fails to make up for this deficiency. Accordingly, the 
rejection of claims 7 and 8 should be withdrawn. 

In view of the above, it is believed that the application is in condition for 
allowance and notice to this effect is respectfully requested. Should the Examiner 
have any questions, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the 
telephone number indicated below. 
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